North County Transportation Coalition
23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 255

Santa Clarita, California 91355 December 20, 2001

805 « 253-7230

City of Lancaster

City of Palmdale
City of Santa Clarita

County of Los Angeles

Carrie Ppurvahidi

California High Speed Rail Authority

925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Resolution in Support of Antelope Valley Alignment

Dear Ms| Pourvahidi

Encloseq is a copy of a Resolution from the North County Transportation
Coalition| (NCTC), which presents our views on which alignment(s) and
station locations should be selected for detailed environmental analysis.
The NCT(C is a regional transportation committee consisting of elected
officials and key staff members representing the northern portion of Los
Angeles County. lts membership includes the cities of Palmdale,
Lancaster, and Santa Clarita; local Chambers of Commerce and Transit
Authoritigs; Los Angeles County; the Metropolitan Transportation
Authority} Metrolink; the Califormia Department of Transportation and
Southern California Association of Governments.

In addition to the NCTC Resolution, individual jurisdictions are planning to
adopt similar Resolutions and present then to the California High Speed
Rail Authority (CAHSRA) prior to or at the CAHSRA meeting in
Sacramento on January 17, 2002.

Should you have any questions, please contact Terry Stubbings or me at
(661) 267-5371. :

Sincerely,

0

/ James C. Le , Jr.
f\\/@hairman, NCTC



N{)rth County Transportation Coalition

Resolution i)h Support of CHSRA Alignment and Station Selection

WHEREAS, the Califqrnia High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is conducting a program-level
environmental impact analysis| in support of its efforts to develop and implement high-speed rail service
between San Francisco, Sacranpento, Los Angeles, and San Diego; and

WHEREAS, the Califgrnia High-Speed Rail Authority has been evaluating alternative project
alignments and station locations in the project segment located between Bakersfield and Los Angeles
Union Station with the intent of selecting a preferred alignment and set of station locations for detailed
environmental analysis at their|January 2002 meeting; and

WHEREAS, the California High-Speed Rail Authority has requested that the communities
having an interest in the project segment located between Bakersfield and Los Angeles Union Station

present their views on which alignment(s) and station locations should be selected for detailed
environmental analysis; and :

WHEREAS, the North County Transportation Coalition is a regional transportation committee
consisting of elected officials and key staff members representing jurisdictions and organizations from
the North County region of Los| Angeles County; and

WHEREAS, the members of the North County Transportation Coalition represent the cities of
Palmdale, Lancaster, and Santa Clarita; local Chambegs of Commerce and Transit Authorities; Los

Angeles County; the Metropolitan Transportation Authority; Metrolink; the California Department of
Transportation; and Southern California Association of Governments.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE |IT RESOLVED that the North County Transportation Coalition has
determined at its Board meeting on December 17, 2001, that:

1 With regard to selection of an alignment between Bakersfield and Sylmar, the “I-57
alignment (CHSRA f‘Option 17) fails virtually all tests regarding cost, risk, and service to
residents and employers of southemn California, and therefore should be removed from all
further consideration|in all future project studies.

2. With regard to selecﬁon of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and Bakersfield, that
the “Aqueduct” alignment (CHSRA “Option 4”) be removed from further consideration due
to its foreclosure of potential station locations within the Antelope Valley and its extended
proximity to the San |Andreas Fault.

3. Further with regard to selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and
Bakersfield, that the ‘SR-58” alignment (CHSRA “Option 2”) be the preferred choice based
on minimization of oyerall cost, tunneling cost and delay risk, and seismic risk, provided that
this alignment remains compatible with the preferred Bakersfield station locations identified
by the City of BakersEeld and Kern County.




Resolution in Support of CHSFA Alignment and Station Selection
Page 2 ‘

4, With regard to selection of an alignment between the City of Santa Clarita and the Antelope
Valley (SR-14 vs. Soledad Canyon), that preference be given to the Soledad Canyon option
in order to minimize potential adverse impacts on the future capacity and operations of SR-
14 and other transportation facilities within that corridor.

5. With regard to the |selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the CHSRA allow
for placement of a station anywhere within and between the central business districts of the
Cities of Palmdale and Lancaster, with selection of a precise location to be determined during
the next detailed phase of project desi gn and environmental impact analysis.

6. With regard to the selection of a Santa Clarita station location, that the CHSRA continue
consideration of the Santa Clarita station locations, with selection of a precise location to be
determined during |the next detailed phase of project design and -environmental impact
analysis. ‘

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this 17th day of _December, 2001 by the following vote:

AYES: an Carter, Jo Anne lercy, Jeff Long, Robert Newman, Frank Roberts, and Terry Stubbings

NOES.  None ABSTAIN :__ None

ABSENT:_B.J. Atkins, Rosa F 1|Lquay, James Ledford. Tom Rogers, Kathleen Voss and Richard Yribe

QAo A, sBrbbino

Terry L@bbings, Secretary %
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Enarﬁ of _/%upernisnrs gt My
County of Los Angeles

October 17, 2001 MICHAEL D. ANTONOVICH

MAYOR .

Mr. Mehdi Morshed &% |
Executive Director |
California High Speed Rai| Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425 !
Sacramento, CA 95814

N
Dear Mr. Morshed:

| have reviewed the information on the eight alignment options being considered by the
California High Speed Rail Authority for the segment between Bakersfield and Sylmar. Six
of these alignments traverse the Antelope Valley. | enthusiastically support high speed rail
service to the Antelope Valley and ask that your final alignment serve this area of

Los Angeles County.

The cities of Lancaster and Palmdale, as noted in your Program Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS), have experienced extraordinary growth
in the last ten years. The continued growth of these cities creates a burgeoning need for
transportation infrastructure. Undoubtedly, high speed rail will be an attractive means of
travel for the residents of this area.

| encourage you to limit your current studies to the six alignments which pass through the
Antelope Valley. | also asK that you work closely with the cities of Lancaster and Palmdale
as yoy formulate your final alignment.

/ t- N J f}y
Sincerely, / i i /i g
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ICHAEL DUANTONOVIEH= """
Mayor, County of Los Ang}eles

\’/ MDA:rfc

cc: City of Palmdale .|
City of Lancaster
Department of Public Works

ROOM 869 KENNETH HAHN HALL OF lADMlNISTRATION, SCC NEST TEMPLE STREET, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012
TELEPHONE (213) 74-‘5555 * FAX (213) 974-°C3C « E-MAIL fifthdistrict@bos.co.la.ca.us



February 13, 2002

High Speed Rail Auth

Ms. Carrie Pourvahidj
Sacramento, CA

Dear Ms. Pourvahidi:
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Sincerely
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Board of Supervisors
@Uunh_g of fos g\ngeleg

MICHAEL D. ANTONOVICH

SUPERVISOR FIFTH DISTRICT

February 6, 2002

Mr. Andrew Van Husten
5510 Smokey Mountain Way
Yorba Linda, CA 92887

Dear Mr. Van Husten'

the Antelope Valley. This|service and it extension through the San Joaquin Valley to

Thank you for your letter regarding high speed rail service between Los Angeles and
Sacramento and the Bay Area will improve mobility in the State.

The California High Speed Rail Authority is currently investigating this service. The ,
State Legislature created this authority in 1996 to develop a plan for the construction
operation, and financing of a Statewide, intercity high speed passenger rail system.
The authority has been canducting the formal environmental approval process for this
system and attempting to parrow the number of possible alignments in order to reduce
costs and accelerate implementation. At its January 17, 2002 Board meeting, the
authority reduced the number of potential alignments between Bakersfield and

Los Angeles to two. One pf these alignments would pass very close to the Palmdale
airport, while the other wolld closely follow interstate 5.

The authority has been informed of my enthusiastic endorsement for a route providing
service to the Antelope Valley. My hope is that the final alignment will serve this area of
Los Angeles County. You may wish to contact Mr. Dan Leavitt or Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi
of the authority at (918) 324-1541 if you have any questions regarding the alignments

for this service. - i/
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- (Fax: 7146928899) Page 2
»m; RAIL EUROPE

RAIL EUROPE YOUR EUROPEAN RAIL EXPERTS

Jrom BritRail to Eurailpasses, Rail Drive passes or point to point tickets, Rail Europe is
he source for European rail. Hurostar, the channel tunnel train can now be reserved up
0 120 davs in advance. Other Premier Trains such as TGV, Thalvs and Artesia are

wailable 90 days in advance, All other seat reservations accepted 60 days in advance.
300k online now at www.raileurope.com.

FARYS AND SCHEDULES REPLY

FOR PARIS, FRANCE - MARSEILLE, FRANCE
(Schedules effective 12/02/01 until 06/15/02;fares shown are per person, and are valid from 01/01/02 to 12/31/02)

YARIS —MARSEILLE MARSEILLE — PARIS

OUTING 2: LYON ST EXUPERY(TGV) ROUTING 2: L.YON ST EXUFERY(TGV)

ARIS GARELYON ~ MARSEILLE ST CHAR MARSEILLE ST CHAR ~—#- PARIS GARE LYON

rect PoLredt

stclessfare; $118.00 2nd class fare: $|88.00 isticlassfare $118.0C  2ndclassfare: $880C

verage: travel time-03h13: distance 863km / 539miles ! Average  travel time-03h15: distance-863km / 539mil¢su

ep. Arr. Day Train# Sycs  Freq ! Dep. Arr. Day Train# _ Sves. _E[e_q;_;
5:20 09:36 6031-TGVY to Marseille b 06:24 09:45 6104-TGV to Paris a
7:20  10:30 6103-TGV to Marseille a 07:31 10:31 6106-TGV to Paris c
i7:54 11:10 6171-TGV to Marseille a 08:31 11:31 6108-TGV to Paris b
8:20 11:20 6105-TGV to Marseiile - 09:31 12:31 6112-TGV to Paris a
8:20 12:20 6107-TGV to Marseille a | 09:36 12:51 6172-TGV to Paris

0:20 13:30 8100-TGV to Marseille 1‘ 10:29 13:41 6114-TGV to Paris a
120 14:32 6111-TGV to Marseille a 12:29 15:41 6116-TGV to Paris

320 16:30 6113-TGV to Margglis a | 13:29 16:41 6118-TGV to Paris a
420 17:36 6115-TGV to Marseille a 14:08 17:21 6176-TGV to Paris

5:20 18:20 6117-TGV to Marseillé a 14:31 17:31 6120-TGV to Paris a
3:20 19:30 6119-TGV to Marseillg a 15:20 18:41 6122-TGV to Paris a
5:50 19:50 6121-TGV to Marseille a 16:29 19:45 6124-TGV to Paris a

Service codes:
" Frecuency codes: a=Daily; b=Monday-Friday:

c=Monday-Saturday: r=Please Call CONT’D...

L orders subiect £6 a § 15.00 handling fee. An adflitional fee applies 1o rush orders. Point to point fares include a service 1ee.
cservedon fees: Coucheue =S 2700  Sleepers Dbl 1st2nd O $ €600 12 $ 86,00 Sgl/Spl lst T $157.00 1 § 1774

Seat =$11.00 Quad2nd C1 $43.05 10563.00 o e _
-at Reservations are compuiscry and not included in the price of ticket for the following wains: TGV, Eurostar. X2000, Thalys. A.“'lc.‘iia. .
-rostar Twalia, Cisalpino and for ALL sleepers and couchetes. as well as selected EuroCity t2C). ImerClty (IC) and ICE trains. The skcve
= sele.<icn of the best rains between these twe cities. Train schedules and fares are subject to change. We suggest tat you rc‘cont’:fmn '
5¢ tin. ;s ar the time of booking. Train Reservations can be made up-1e 90 days prior to ravel and up to 12C days in advance for turcster.



North County Transportation Coalition
23920 Valencia Boulevard, Suite 255
Santa Clarita, California 91355 December 20

805  253-7230

City of Lancaster

City of Palmdale
City of Santa Clarita

County of Los Angeles

Carrie Pourvahidi

Californig High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Resolution in Support of Antelope Valley Alignment
Dear Ms| Pourvahidi

Enclosed is a copy of a Resolution from the North County Transportation
Coalition| (NCTC), which presents our views on which alignment(s) and
station Igcations should be selected for detailed environmental analysis.
The NCTIC is a regional transportation committee consisting of elected
officials and key staff members representing the northern portion of Los
Angeles County. lts membership includes the cities of Palmdale,
Lancaster, and Santa Clarita; local Chambers of Commerce and Transit
Authorities; Los Angeles County; the Metropolitan Transportation -
Authority] Metrolink; the California Department of Transportation and
Southern| California Association of Governments.

In addition to the NCTC Resolution, individual jurisdictions are planning to
adopt similar Resolutions and present then to the California High Speed
Rail Authority (CAHSRA) prior to or at the CAHSRA meeting in
Sacramento on January 17, 2002.

Should you have any questions, please contact Terry Stubbings or me at
(661) 267-5371. ‘

Sincerely,

A

3 o
/?M/M
James C. Leo‘fer?,Jr.

/@hairman, NCTC



PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this day of , by the
following vote: :

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN: ABSENT:
James C. Ledford, Jr., Mayor
ATTEST:

Victoria L. Hancock, CMG, City Clerk

Approved as to form:

City Attorney



WHEREAS, the North County Transportation Coalition adopteﬁg}i}eégiﬂtion the
following position at its Board meeting on December 17, 2001, that: =

1 With regard to selection of an alignment between Bakersfield and Sylmar, the
“1-5” alignment|(CHSRA “Option 1") fails virtually all tests regarding cost, risk,
and service to residents and employers of southern California, and therefore
should be remaved from all further consideration in all future project studies.

2. With regard to|selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and
Bakersfield, that the “Aqueduct” alignment (CHSRA “Option 4") be removed
from further copsideration due to its foreclosure of potential station locations
within the Antelope Valley and its extended proximity to the San Andreas
Fault. ‘

and Bakersfield, that the “SR-58" alignment (CHSRA “‘Option 2”) be the
preferred choice based on minimization of overall cost, tunneling cost, delay
risk and seismic risk, provided that this alignment remains compatible with
the preferred Bakersfield station locations identified by the City of Bakersfield

3. Further with regard to selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley
and Kern Coun

and the Antelope Valley (SR-14 vs. Soledad Canyon), that preference be
given to the Sqgledad Canyon option in order to minimize potential adverse
impacts on the future capacity and operations of SR-14 and other

4 With regard to |selection of an alignment between the City of Santa Clarita
transportation facilities within that corridor.

CHSRA allow for placement of a station anywhere within and between the
central business districts of the Cities of Palmdale and Lancaster, with
selection of a precise location to be determined during the next detailed

3 With regard to the selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the
phase of project design and environmental impact analysis.

CHSRA continye consideration of the Santa Clarita station locations, with
selection of a precise location to be determined during the next detailed

6. With regard to|the selection of a Santa Clarita station location, that the
phase of project design and environmental impact analysis.

Palmdale hereby supports the North County Transportation Coalition Resolution and
requests that the Califorpia High Speed Rail Authority approve the Antelope Valley
alignment as its preferred alignment to connect the project segment located between

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Bakersfield and Los Angeles Union Station.



CITY OF PALMDALE

CqUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA o

B, s
et w—:‘;fi A

RESOLUTION NO. CC 2002-019  Gidss

A RESOLUTION OF |THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PALMDALE
SUPPORTING THE ANTELOPE VALLEY ALIGNMENT AS THE PREFERRED
ALIGNMENT FOR THE CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL PROJECT AND
SUPPORTING THE FINDINGS OF THE NORTH COUNTY TRANSPORTATION
COALITION '

WHEREAS, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is conducting a
program-level environmental impact analysis in support of its efforts to develop and
implement high-speed rail service between San Francisco, Sacramento, Los Angeles,
and San Diego; and o

WHEREAS, the |California High-Speed Rail Authority has been evaluating
alternative project alignments and station locations in the project segment located
between Bakersfield and Los Angeles Union Station with the intent of selecting a
preferred alignment and set of station locations for detailed environmental analysis at
their January 2002 meeting; and ’ )

communities having an Interest in the project segment located between Bakersfield
and Los Angeles Union Btation present their views on which alignment(s) and station

WHEREAS, the California High-Speed Rail Authority has requested that the
locations should be selected for detailed environmental analysis; and

WHEREAS, the |North County Transportation Coalition is a regional
transportation committeg consisting of elected officials and key staff members
representing jurisdictions and organizations from the North County region of Los
Angeles County; and |

WHEREAS, the members of the North County Transportation Coalition
represent the cities of Palmdale, Lancaster, and Santa Clarita; local Chambers of
Commerce and Transit Authorities; Los Angeles County; the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority; Metrolink; the California Department of Transportation; and
Southern California Association of Governments; and



Noli'th County Transportation Coalition

Resolution in‘Support of CHSRA Alignment and Station Selection

WHEREAS, the Califor
environmental impact analysis |
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alignments and station locations in the project segment located between Bakersfield and Los Angeles
Union Station with the intent of selecting a preferred alignment and set of station locations for detailed
environmental analysis at their January 2002 meeting; and
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" RESOLVED that the North County Transportation Coalition has
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‘SR-58” alignment (CHSRA “Option 2”) be the preferred choice based
verall cost, tunneling cost and delay risk, and seismic risk, provided that
1s compatible with the preferred Bakersfield station locations identified
field and Kemn County.




Resoluticn in Support of CHSXTA Alignment and Station Selection
Page 2 b

4, With regard to selegtion of an alignment between the City of Santa Clarita and the Antelope
Valley (SR-14 vs. Soledad Canyon), that preference be given to the Soledad Canyon option
in order to minimize potential adverse impacts on the future capacity and operations of SR-
14 and other transportation facilities within that corridor. ' :

5 With regard to the selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the CHSRA allow
for placement of a station anywhere within and between the central business districts of the
Cities of Palmdale and Lancaster, with selection of a precise location to be determined during
the next detailed phase of project design and environmental impact analysis.

6. With regard to the selection of a Santa Clarita station location, that the CHSRA continue
consideration of the [Santa Clarita station locations, with selection of a precise location to be
determined during the next detailed phase of project design and environmental impact
analysis. ‘

PASSED, APPROVED and AdOPTED this _17th day of December, 2001 by the following vote:

AYES: Ron Carter, Jo Anne Dircy, Jeff Long, Robert Newman, Frank Roberts, and Terry Stubbings
: |

NOES: None , ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT:_B.J. Atkins, Rosa F dquay,' James Ledford, Tom Rogers, Kathleen Voss and Richard Yribe
- P

/7 /
i ‘ /) /
( James\c Ledford, I Citair //
\/

ATTEST: \

/) . y
Sz &~ }c‘jé%(b@/}i(@

Terry L/Stibbings, Secretary J




CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT
ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION

Bakersfield to Sylmar Segment

Based on findings presented in: “First Screening Report — Part 1, Revisions to Mountain Crossing Recommendations

(San Jose-Merced and Bakersfield-to-Sylmar Segments)”, California High-Speed Rail Authority, January 2002.

Evaluation Criteria I-5 East I-5 West | Antelope Valley
Ridership ~ ---- Cannot Distinguish ----

In-Tunnel Fault Zone Crossings - None | 1 None
Total Tunneling (Miles) 1R 3. 10
Minimum Longest Tunnel (Miles) 58 13.6 2.2/2.4
Construction Cost Highest Highest Lowest
Construction Access Fair Fair Best
Service to Major Population/Employment Centers None None Best
Biological Resource Impacts k Significant Not Signif. Not Signif.
Cultural Resource Impacts Higher Higher Lowest

NOTE: Most optimal results shown in boldface.

January 16, 2002




GREATER ANTELOPE VALLEY
ASSOCIATION of REALTORS; INC.

41953 1%th Siraat West, Suite A, Palmdale, CA 93551
875-9175 Fax: (661) 575-9181

North County Transportation Coalition
Resolution in‘Support of CHSRA Alignment and Station Selection

WHEREAS, the (alifornia High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is conducting a
program-level environmental impact analysis in support of its efforts to develop and implement
high-speed rail service between San Francisco, Sacramento, Los Angeles, and San Diego; and

WHEREAS, the California High-Speed Rail Authority has been evaluating alternative
project alignments and station locations in the project segment located between Bakersfield and
Los Angeles Union Station|with the intent of selecting a preferred alignment and set of station
locations for detailed enviropmental analysis at their January 2002 meeting; and

WHEREAS, the California High-Speed Rail Authority has requested that the

communities having and ﬂ&t:rest in the project segment located between Bakersfield and Los

Angeles Union Station present their views on which alignment(s) and station locations should be
selected for detailed environmental analysis; and

WHEREAS, the North County Transportation Coalition is a regional transportation
committee consisting of elected officials and key staff members representing jurisdictions and
organizations from the North County region of Los Angeles County; and

WHEREAS, the members of the North County Transportation Coalition represent the
cities of Palmdale, Lancaster, and Santa Clarita; local Chambers of Commerce and Transit
Authorities; Los Angeles County; the Metropolitan Transportation Authority; Metrolink; the
California Department of Transportation; and Southern California Association of Governments.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the north County Transportation Coalition
has determined at its Board meeting on December 17, 2001, that;

alignment (CHS “Option 17) fails virtually all tests regarding cost, risk, and
service to residents and employers of Southern California, and therefore should be
removed form all|further consideration in all future project studies.

1. With regard to s?tion of an alignment between Bakersfield and Sylmar, the “I-5”

2. With regard to |selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and
Bakersfield, that the “Aqueduct” alignment (CHSRA “Option 4”) be removed from
further consideration due to its foreclosure of potential station locations within the
Antelope Valley and its extended proximity to the San Andreas Fault.

3 Further with regard to selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and
Bakersfield, that| the “SR_58” alignment (CHSRA “Option 2”) be the preferred
choice based on|minimization of overall cost, tunneling cost and delay risk, and
seismic risk, provided that this alignment remains compatible with the preferred
Bakersfield station location identified by the City of Bakersfield and Kern County.







Resolution in Support of C}HSRA Alignment and Station Selection

Page 2

4,

With regard to selection of an alignment between of City of Santa Clarita and the
Antelope Valley (§R-14 vs. Soledad Canyon), that preference be given to the Soledad
Canyon option in opder to minimize potential adverse impacts on the future capacity and
operations of SR-14 and other transportation facilities within that corridor.

With regard to the| selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the CHSRA
allow for placement of a station anywhere within and between the central business
districts of the Cities of Palmdale and Lancaster, with selection of a precise location to be
determined during the next detailed phase of project design and environmental impact
analysis.

With regard to the selection of a Santa Clarita station location,.that the CHSRA continue
consideration of the  Santa Clarita station locations, with selection of a precise location to
be determined during the next detailed phase of project design and environmental impact
analysis.

PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED this 10™ day of January 2002, by the Board of
Directors, of the Greater Antelope Valley Association of REALTORS®, Inc.

I
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Pamela/JS Westall, CEO
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North County Transportation Coalition

Resolution in Support of CHSRA Alignment and Station Selection

WHEREAS, the C '-or‘nia’ High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is conducting a program-1
sis in support of its efforts to develop and implement high-speed rail ser:iv:

environmental impact
ento, Los Angeles, and San Diego; and

between San Francisco, S

WHEREAS, the California High-Speed Rail Authority has been evaluating al i

. ¢ . . . ternats roj
a.hgnments and station !o ons in thf: project segment located between Bakersﬁefl;d and Lo‘sreAI:] jec
Union Station with the intent of selecting a preferred alignment and set of station locations for detag;ledes

environmental analysis at their January 2002 meeting; and

WHEREAS, the Califor
having an interest in the project segment located between Bakersfield and Los An, i -
g ’ % - geles Union Stati
present their views on which alignment(s) and station locations should be selected for detaﬂ:g

environmental analysis; and

County Transportation Coalition is a regional transportation commiittee

WHEREAS, the No
consisting of elected officials and key staff members representing jurisdictions and o izati
the North County region of Los Angeles County; and * rgamzauon; from

WHEREAS, the members of the North County Transportation Coalition iti
s - represent the citi
Palmdale, Lancaster, and Santa Clarita; local Chambers of Commerce and Transit Authoﬁtiw'%]’_,gsf
Angeles County; the Metrop litan Transportation Authority; Metrolink; the California Departme’nt of

Transportation; and Southern Cali ornia Association of Governments. .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the North County T ortation Coaliti:
determined at its Board meeting on December 17, 2001, that: ransp n Coalition has

With regard to selection of an ahgnment between Bakersfield and Sylmar, the “I-5”
ahgnment ( “Option 1) fails My all tests regarding cost, risk, and service to
residents and employers of southern California, and therefore should be removed from all

further consideration in all future project studies.

2. With regard to seledtion of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and Bakersfield, that
nment (CHSRA “Option 4”) be removed from further consideration due

the “Aqueduct” aligl
to its foreclosure of|potential station locations within the Antelope Valley and its extended

proximity to the San Andreas Fault.

to select@on of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and
‘SR-58” alignment (CHSRA “Option 2”) be the preferred choice based
erall cost., tunneling cost and delay risk, and seismic risk, provided that
compatible with the preferred Bakersfield station locations identified

3. Further with regar
Bakersfield, that the
on minimization of 0
this alignment remai
by the City of Bakersfield and Kern County.




Resolution in Support of FHSRA Alignment and Station Selection
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4.

With regard to selection of an alignment between the City of Santa Clarita and the '
vs. Soledad Canyon), that preference be given to the Soledad Canyoﬁn;gtg

Valley (SR-14
in order to minimize potential adverse impacts on the fiture capacity and operations of SR

14 and other trqnsportation facilities within that corridor.

the selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the CHSRA allow

With regard to
for placement of a station anywhere within and between the central business districts of th
Cities of Palmdale and Lancaster, with selection of a Precise location to be determined durh,;

the next detailed phase of project design and environmental impact analysis.

With regard to the selection of a Santa Clarita station location, that the CHSRA continue
the Santa Clarita station locations, with selection of a precise location to be

consideration of
determined during the next detailed phase of project design and environmental impact

analysis.

PASSED, APPROVED and ADOPTED this _17th day of December, 2001 by the following vote:
AYES: Ron Carter, Jo Anne Darcy, Jeff Long, Robert Newman, Frank Roberts, and Terry Stubbings

NOES:

ABSTAIN None

None

James Ledford, Tom Rogers, Kathleen Voss and Richard Yribe

ABSENT:

ATTEST:

SN

B.J. Atkins, Rosa Fuquay,

&, B btk

Terry L@

ubbings, Secretary Cy
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' North County Transportation Coalition
in Support of CHSRA Alignment and Station Selection

'mbers:

mbership of the Antelope Valley Board of Trade, I offer our

isiastic support for the North County Transportation Coalition’s efforts
sed resolution promoting the CHSRA Alignment and Station

slope Valley Board of Trade is an association of business and industry
riduals based in the north Los Angeles and east Kern Counties. Our

: in maintaining and promoting diverse business and industry, quality
a strong legislative voice for the benefit of its members and the greater

. of the California High Speed Rail, under the Authority’s direction,
ated in the attached resolution, will be of tremendous benefit to the
gion. With an increased population growth over the next 20 years

it percentage increases, the Antelope Valley is expected to have a
ulation traversing all major freeways and transportation corridors and
"a high speed rail system.

y Board of Trade believes that this project will have a significant
he economy, transportation access, together with strong growth
sgion.

y Board of Trade urges the California High Speed Rail Authority to
d North County Transportation Coalition resolution as stated.

\ =) LY
WL—'%‘: ‘—'——_.,\,,_I.:\ 'S \I\/\/}_—*—
Cchen Gﬁ?ﬁ:-rru-)

T

iite 103+ Lancaster, CA 93534-2534 - (661) 942-9581 - FAX (661) 723-9279
www.avbot.org  info@avbot.org



N orfth County Transportation Coalition

Resolution in $upport of CHSRA Alignment and Station Selection

WI-IEREAS, the Calir'orma High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is conducting a program—level
environmental impact analysis in support of its efforts to develop and implement high-speed rail service

between San Francisco, Sacramento, Los Angeles, and San Diego; and

WHEREAS, the California High-Speed Rail Authority has been evaluating alternative project
alignments and station locations in the project segment located between Bakersfield and Los Angeles
Union Station with the intent of selecting a preferred alignment and set of station locations for detailed

environmental analysis at their Jz}nuary 2002 meeting; and

WHEREAS, the California High-Speed Rail Authority has requested that the communities
having an interest in the project segment located between Bakersfield and Los Angeles Union Station
present their views on which |alignment(s) and station locations should be selected for detailed

environmental analysis; and

WHEREAS, the North County Transportation Coalition is a regional transportation committee
consisting of elected officials and key staff members representing jurisdictions and organizations from
the North County region of Los Angeles County; and

WHEREAS, the members of the North County Transportation Coalition represent the cities of
Palmdale, Lancaster, and Santa Clarita; local Chambers of Commerce and Transit Authorities; Los
Angeles County; the Metropoli Transportatlon Authority; Metrolink; the California Department of

Transportation; and Southern California Association of Governments.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE RESOLVED that the North County Tranmsportation Coalition has
determined at its Board meeting on December 17, 2001, that: .

With regard to selection of an alignment between Bakersfield and Sylmar, the “I-5”
alignment (CHSRA “Option 1) fails virtually all tests regarding cost, risk, and service to
residents and employ of southern California, and therefore should be removed from all

further consideration in all future project studies.

1.

With regard to selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and Bakersfield, that
the “Aqueduct” alignment (CHSRA “Option 4”) be removed from further consideration due
to its foreclosure of potential station locations within the Antelope Valley and its extended

proximity to the San Andreas Fault.

3. Further with regard selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and
Bakersfield, that the “SR-58" alignment (CHSRA “Option 2”) be the preferred choice based
on minimization of overall cost, tunneling cost and delay risk, and seismic risk, provided that
this alignment remains compatible with the preferred Bakersﬁeld station locations identified

by the City of Bakersfield and Kern County.



Resolution
Page 2

in Support of CH%RA Alignment and Station Selection

With regard to selection of an alignment between the City of Santa Clarita and the Antélope
Valley (SR-14 vs. Soledad Canyon), that preference be given to the Soledad Canyon option
in order to minimize potential adverse Impacts on the future capacity and operations of SR-

14 and other transportation facilities within that corridor.

With regard to the selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the CHSRA allow
for placement of a station anywhere within and between the central business districts of the
Cities of Palmdale and Lancaster, with selection of a precise location to be determined durin
the next detailed phase of project design and environmental impact analysis. '

With regard to the selection of a Santa Clarita station location, that the CHSRA continue.
consideration of the|Santa Clarita station locations, with selection of a precise location to be
determined during the next detailed phase of project design and environmental impact

analysis. '

PASSED, APPROVED and ADbPTED this _17th day of _December, 2001 by the following vote:

AYES: Ron Carter, Jo Anne Darcy, Jeff Long, Robert Newman, Frank Roberts, and Terry Stubbings

NOES:

None

ABSTAIN: None

B.J. Atkins, Rosa Fuquay, James Ledford, Tom Rogers, Kathleen Voss and Richard Yribe

ABSENT:

ATTEST:

Qe

A, Hbtras

Terry L@

ibbings, Secretary ¢/ ‘



RESOLUTION NO. 02-12

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
LANCASTER, CALIFORNIA, SUPPORTING AN ANTELOPE
VALLEY HIGH SPEED RAIL ALIGNMENT AND STATION
LOCATIO

WHEREAS, the California High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) is conducting a
program-level environmental impact analysis in support of its efforts to develop and implement
high speed rail service between San Francisco, Sacramento, Los Angeles, and San Diego; and

WHEREAS, the California High Speed Rail Authority has been evaluating alternative
project alignments and station locations in the project segment located between Bakersfield and
Los Angeles Union Station with the intent of selecting a preferred alignment and set of station
locations for detailed environmental analysis at their J anuary 2002 meeting; and

WHEREAS, the (California High Speed Rail Authority has requested that the
communities having an interest in the project segment located between Bakersfield and Los
Angeles Union Station present their views on which alignment(s) and station locations should be
selected for detailed environmental analysis;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Lancaster, State of
California, that: ‘ ‘ : ‘

With regard to selection of an alignment between Bakersfield and Sylmar, the “I-5”
alignment (CHSRA “Option 1”) fails virtually all tests regarding cost, risk, and
service to residents and employers of southern California, and therefore should be
removed from all further consideration in all future project studies.

2. With regard tg selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and
Bakersfield, that the “Aqueduct” alignment (CHSRA “Option 4”) be removed from
further consideration due to its foreclosure of potential station locations within the
Antelope Valley|and its extended proximity to the San Andreas Fault. '

3. Further with regard to selection of an alignment between the Antelope Valley and
Bakersfield, that the “SR-58" alignment (CHSRA “Option 2”) be the preferred choice
based on minimization of overall cost, tunneling cost and delay risk, and seismic risk,
provided that this alignment remains compatible with the preferred Bakersfield
station locations|identified by the City of Bakersfield and Kern County.

4. With regard to selection of an alignment between the City of Santa Clarita and the
Antelope Valley|(SR-14 vs. Soledad Canyon), that preference be given to the Soledad
Canyon option in order to minimize potential adverse impacts on the future capacity
and operations of SR-14 and other transportation facilities within that corridor.

5. With regard to the selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the CHSRA
allow for placement of a station anywhere within and between the central business
districts of the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale, with selection of a precise location
to be determined during the next detailed phase of project design and environmental
impact analysis.



Resolution No. 02-12
Page 2

6. Continue consideration of the Santa Clarita station locations, with selection of a
precise location to be determined during the next detailed phase of project design and
Environmental Impact Analysis.

PASSED, APPROVED, and ADOPTED this 8th day of January, 2002, by the following

vuic:
AYES: Council Me@bers Idleman, Jeffra, Visokey, Vice Mayor Hearns, Mayor Roberts
NOES. None
ABSTAIN: None

ABSENT: None

ATTEST: APPROVED:

A Hf,ﬂf/,:ff:(_.a—’//r fp,fﬂf’{ﬁf:"j{i ’ / AM/ CW
DONNA M. GRINDEY, CMC PRANKC ROBERTS, Mayor
L. ity Clerk i City of Lancaster

City of Lancaster R

STATE OF CAL]ZFORNIAIJ[ )
ES

COUNTY OF LOS ANGE ) ss
CITY OF LANCASTER
CERTIFICATION OF RESOLUTION
CITY COUNCIL
I, City of Lancaster, CA, do

hereby certify that this is a frue and correct copy - of the ongmal Resolution No. 02-12, for which
the original is on file in my office.

WITNESS MY HAND THE SEAL OF THE CITY OF LANCASTER, on this
day of . .

(seal)
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CITY OF SANTA CLARITA
AGENDA REPORT

CONSENT CALENDAR City Manager Approval:

Item to be presented by: __ Mark L. Yamarone

DATE: Jantary 8, 2002

SUBJECT: CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL - RESOLUTION SUPPORTING
AN | ANTELOPE VALLEY ROUTE ALIGNMENT AND NORTH
LOS ANGELES COUNTY STATION LOCATIONS

DEPARTMENT: Tra.t#xsportation & Engineering Services

RECOMMENDED ACTIQN

City Council adopt a resqlution supporting an Antelope Valley route alignment and North
Los Angeles County station locations for the proposed California High-Speed Rail system.

BACKGROUND

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) is the State entity responsible for the
planning, construction, and operation of a high-speed train system serving California’s
major metropolitan areas. The Authority is preparing a program-level Environmental
Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a 700-mile high-speed
train system serving Sacramento, the San Francisco Bay Area, the Central Valley,
Los Angeles, the Inland| Empire, Orange County, and San Diego. The Authority is
reviewing staff recommendations for the first screening of alternatives for the entire
system, including the Los|Angeles-to-Bakersfield segment.

Due to the topography of|the Tehachapi Mountains, one of the most challenging segments
of the proposed high-speed rail system is selecting a route alignment between Los Angeles
and Bakersfield. The Authority is currently studying three route alignments between Santa
Clarita and Bakersfield.

I-5 Grapevine Ali nt:

This alignment would generally follow the I-5 through the Grapevine to Bakersfield.
The terrain on this route, however, is challenging with steep slopes, requiring extensive
tunneling and structure construction. This alignment would include a stop in the Santa
Clarita Valley. Potential station locations identified by the Authority are in the areas of
the I-5 and Magic Mountain Parkway and the SR-126 Interchange.




CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL RESOLUTION
January 8, 2002 — Page 3

ALTERNATIVE ACTIOﬁ

Other action as determixied by the City Council.

'FISCAL IMPACT

There is no immediate ﬁs+0a1 impact from adopting the proposed resolution.

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution
Map — Proposed High-Speed Rail Alignments and Station Locations between Los Angeles
and Bakersfield

MLY:dis

council\hsr_av_align_reso.doc



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL RESOLUTION
January 8, 2002 — Page 2

the Soledad Canyon option in order to minimize potential adverse impacts on the
future capacity and operations of SR-14 and other transportation facilities within
that corridor.

5. With regard to the selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the
Authority allow \for placement of a station anywhere within and between the
central business |districts of the cities of Lancaster and Palmdale, with selection
of a precise location to be determined during the next detailed phase of project
design and envmbnmental impact analysis.

6. With regard to |the selection of a Santa Clarita station location, that the
Authority continue consideration of the Santa Clarita station locations, with
selection of a pretise location to be determined during the next detailed phase of
project design and environmental impact analysis.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January 2002.
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CITY CLERK
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Phil Wyman

Assemblyman, 34t41 District

California Legislature, State Capitol, Sacramento, CA 85814 (916) 319-2034 FAX (916) 318-2134
Victorville - 14011 Park Avenue| Suite 470, Victorville, CA 92392 (760) 951-8555 FAX (760) 951-7476
Tehachapi - 104 S. Robinson Street, Tehachapi, CA 93561 (661) 823-9260 FAX (661) 823-9848

NEWS RELEASE
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEAS% CONTACT: STEPHAN ARCHER
NOVEMBER 5, 2001 (916) 319-2034

YMAN TURNS TO FEDS FOR
GH-SPEED RAIL FUNDING

for the funding of the much-needed high-speed rail system that is scheduled to connect Los Angeles

(SACRAMENTO) - State Assemblyman Phil Wyman (R-Tehachapi) is now looking to Washington
to San Francisco.

In a letter to Norman Mineta, Secretary of the U.S. Department of Transportation, Wyman has asked
for the support of Sen. Dianne Feinstein’s request for funds to complete the environmental studies
portion of the project. - Withoyt these studies, the project can’t go on.

The basis for the request stems from the Transportation Equity Act for the 21" Century which makes
available $35 million for this fiscal year for the purpose of high-speed rail projects. -Catifornia has
already spent $5 million out of its own budget-and will be asking the federal government for a $4.5
million appropriation.

“A high-speed rail system in Qalifornia — similar to the bullet trains of Europe and Japan —is a long
overdue necessity for the state|” said Assemblyman Wyman. “The benefits of such a system to
intercity commuters as well as/those who would usually have to travel by air is significant in terms of
time and money.”

According to the California H gh-Speed Rail Authority, California will accrue over $44 billion in
directly measured benefits from a high-speed rail system through 2050. This is more than double the

total cost. In addition, workers will also benefit as the project will create numerous new jobs across
the state. T ' ‘

also been the foremost advocate for the Antelope Valley alignment of the system. An alternate plan

would be to run the train alon

In addition to the assemblymé ’s unwavering support for the high-speed rail system, Wyman has
the Grapevine section of the I-5 corridor.

“By the time this project is completed in 2015, it is estimated that a high-speed rail route through the
Antelope Valley will serve an additional 700,000 residents and 270,000 jobs,” said Wyman. “An
undertaking such as this will bring recognition to the high desert’s aerospace community whose time
has come.” '

#E7



STATE CAPITOL
P.O. BOX 942849
SACRAMENTO, CA 94249-0034
(916) 319-2034
FAX (916) 319-2134

DISTRICT OFFICES
14011 PARK AVENUE, STE. 470
VICTORVILLE, CA 82392
(760) 951-8555
FAX (760) 951-7476

104 S. ROBINSON STREET
TEHACHAPI, CA 93561
(661) 823-9260
FAX (661) 823-9848

Mr. Rod Diridon
Chairman

Azsembly
Aalitorniy Legislature

COMMITTEES:
y ‘
PHIL WYMAN 1085, SoonOme s
ASSEMBLYMAN, THIRTY-FOURTH DISTRICT ' AND THE ECC)NOMC\J’PMENT

HIGHER EDUCATION
WATER, PARKS & WILDLIFE

SUBCOMMITTEZ ON
INTERNATIONAL TRADE
A SELECT COMMITTEE ON
January 16, 2002 THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY

SELECT COMMITTEE ON
GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION

California High Speed Rail Authority

925 L Street Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Chairman Diridon

The California High-Speed Rail Authority will soon b
route that will connect Los Angeles with Sacramento

T

de deciding the route of the proposed high-speed rajl
and San Francisco. Iam asking your support for

the proposed route through the Antelope Valley for the following reasons:

The Antelope Valley alighment would b{ing high-speed rail service to 350,000 more residents.and

150,000 more jobs than the I-5 Grapevine option today. In the rail’®

s proposed first years of operation

(2015-2020), these numbers will Jjump to almost 700,000 more residents and 270,000 more jobs.

‘Although the I-5 Grapevine option is 33-37 miles shorter

, the route’s construction would also include

up to 13-more miles of th costliest and riskiest type of construction through the fault-riddied section

of the Tehachapi Moun
The Antelope Valley alig
alignment and would proy
Force Base.

The Antelope Valley alig
The Antelope Valley aligs
regional highway system.
According to HL.B Decisi
overall impact on key env,

Thank you for your consideral
you on this issue in the future

ins. -

ument will bring $855 million more in net benefits than the I-S Grapéviné
ide greater access to key industrial sites such as Plant 42 and Edwards Air

'ment would improve air quality within the region.
iment will decrease the load of an already overburdened and deteriorating

on Economics, Inc., the Antelope Valley alignment will “have the least
ironmental and socioeconomic resources.”

tion on this very important matter. I look forward to closely working with

Respectfully Yours,

(LS
PHIL. WYMAN

Assemblyman, 34" District

PW:sa
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PHIL WYMAN

ASSEMBLYMEMBER, THIRTY-FOURTH DISTRICT

November 3, 2001

The Honorable Norman Y. Mingta

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20590

Re: Funding of Environmer*tal Studies by the California High-Speed Rail Authority

Dear Secretary Mineta:

The California High-Speed Rail Authority is preparing a viable financing plan and operational structure
for a critical new transportation|link between Los Angeles and the Bay Area in our State. This planisata
critical stage of development with the preparation of the necessary environmental studies.

California has committed $5 million to this 21% Centurv transportation project and I am asking ydur
support for a request by U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein for Federal funds to complete the aforementioned
environmental studies. The Transportation Equity Act for the 21% Century (Public Law 105- -178)

appropriates. and makes available, $35 million to your ofﬁce during tl'ns f scal year, spec1ﬁcally for ngh
Speed Rail projects (Section 7201).

Secretary Mineta, the importange of this project to the people of the High Desert that I represent and the
State of California cannot be stressed enough and I urge vour approval of Senator Feinstein’s request as
quickly as possible.

Thank you for your service to olir Nation at this time of crisis and I look forward to working with you on
this matter. |

ully ougps,
X

WYMA
Assemblyman; 34" District

PW:sa

Cc: U.S. Senator Dianne Fdinstein

Printed on Recycted Paper



['InL WEST AVE J. 11 )
JAN T4 2002 LANCASTER CA.

93534,
CALIFOR NIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY;

MEIMORSHED, EXECUTIVE DIREECTOR ; AND STAFF;
AR B
STATE OF CALIF.

I WAS NOT AT |THE MEETING IN OCT,HOWEVER I WAS VERY INTERESTED IN
THE RESULTS OF THE MEETING IN SOUTHERN CALIF. I AM HAPPY TO KNOW
THAT PROGRESS IS TAKING PLACE 4N THIS VERY IMPORTANT PROJECT.

I DO HOPE THAT IT WILL CONTENION TO GO FULL SPEED AHEAD,

BECAUSE 1 HAVE WATCHED SOUTHERN CALIF GROW SO FAST IN THE PAST ,
AND ANTELOPE |[VALLEY WILL DOUSLE , THEN DOUPLE , JUST AS I WATCHED
ALL THE GROWTH IN THE LOWER CITIES,ONE AFTER THE OTHER, AND NOW

THIS GREAT ANTELOPE VALLEY IS THE ONE GREAT OPPORTUNITY FOR THE
EXPANTION OF |PEOPLE FROM ALL AREA OF THE- UNITED STATES , AS WELL
AS THE WHLE WORLD. YOU AS A GROUP, I FEEL MUST KNOW THAT NOW THE
WHOLE -ANTELOPE VALLEY FROM VICTORVILLE TO THE NORTHER PART OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNTA WILL HAVE MILLIONS OF PEOPLE MAKING USE OF

THE HIGH SPEED TRAIN IF YOU FIGHT FOR THE ALIGNMENT Ca/”/A/7
YHROU THE ANTELOPE VALLEY WHERE THEPE WILL SOMEDAY -BE MILLIOGNS

OF PEOPLE IN |THIS VAST AREA, LIVING HERE AND THE MILLIONS OF

PEOPLE VISITING HERE FROM ALL OTHER AREAS _a,

it Lre”

THERE IS NO WAY THAT ANY OTHER ROUTE CAN EOQUAL ANY OTHER ROUTE

IS JUST A PATHWAY SUCH AS THE SAND ROADS WAS WHAT WE HAD TO TRAVEL !
ON WITH HORSE AND WAGEN WHEN I WAS A BOY HERE IN OUR GREAT , VERY
GREAT HIGHWAY ROADS OF THE PRESENT DAY. I AM AWARE OF THE GROWTH IN
THE PAST ALMOST ONE HUNDRED YEARS WHEN THERE WERE HONDREDS OF‘ﬂr//
CATTLE , THOSAND I SHOULD SAY THAT COVERED THIS GREAT CATTLE ¢

AREA
NOW IT WONT BE LONG”W}HEY WILL ALMOST BE A THNG , MORE OR LESS OF

OF THE PAST, .JTHANK YOU FOR GIVING YOUR ATTENTION TO THE FUTURE
NEED OF WHAT |IS GOOD PLANNING FOR ANTELOPE VALLEY AND CALIF .

— /" g ]t
HENRY IVAN DORSETT , . oha/ Flahie— ﬁ“x;%: Ry /.
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[T24 WEST AVE J. 11

JAN 14 2002 LANCASTEPRP CA.
93534,
CALIFOR NIA HIGH| SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY;

ME IMORSHED, EXECHTIVE DIREECTOR ; AND STAFF;
STATE OF CALIF..|,

I WAS NOT AT THE| MEETING IN OCT,HOWEVER 1 WAS VERY INTERESTED IN
THE RESULTS OF THE MEETING IN SOUTHERN CALIF. [ AM HAPPY TO KNOW
THAT PROGRESS IS TAKING PLACE 4N THIS VERY IMPORTANT PROJECT.

I DO HOPE THAT IT WILL CONTANION TO GO FULL SPEED AHEAD,.

BECAUSE I HAVE WATCHED SOUTHERM CALIF GROW SO FAST IN THE PAST /.
AND ANTELOPE VALLEY WILL DOUBLE , THEN DOUPLE , JUST AS I WATCHED
ALL THE GROWTH IN THE LOWER CITIE§,0NE AFTER THE OTHER, AND NOW
THIS GREAT ANTELOPE VALLEY IS THE ONE GREAT OPPORTUNITY FOR THE
EXPANTION OF PEQPLE FROM ALL AREA OF THE UNITED STATES , AS WELL
AS THE WHLE WORUD. YOU AS A GROUP, I FEEL MUST KNOW THAT NOW THE ’
WHOLE ANTELOPE VALLEY FROM VICTORVILLE TO THE NORTHER PART OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA WILL HAVE MILLIONS OF PEOPLE MAKING USE OF
THE HIGH SPEED TRAIN IF 'YOU FIGHT FOR THE ALIGNMENT Cort/
“fFROU THE ANTELCP% VALLEY WHERZ THEPE WILL SOMEDAY BE MILLIONS

OF PEOPLE IN THISJVAST AREA, LIVING HERE AND THE MILLTONS OF

PEOPLE VISITING [HERE FROM ALL OTHER AREAS ¢
) \

42)

J$

fHERE IS NO WAY TAAT ANY OTHER ROUTE CAN EQUAtrﬁNY OTHER ROUTE

1S JUST A PATHWAY‘SUCH AS THE SAND ROADS WAS WHAT ‘WE HAD TO. TRAVEL &N
ON WITH HORSE AND WAGEN WHEN 1 WAS A BOY HERE IN OUR GREAT » VERY
GREAT HIGHWAY'ROA?S OF THE PRESENT DAY. I AM AWARE OF THE GROWTH IN T
THE PAST ALMOST ONE HUNDRED YEARS WHEN THERE WERE HONDREDS OF P
CATTLE , THd%AND I SHOULD SAY THAT COVERED THIS GREAT CATTLE

AREA
NOW IT WONT BE ONG”M’HEY WILL ALMOST BE A THNG , MORE OR LESS OF

OF THE PAST. . THANK YOU FOR GIVING YOUR ATTENTION TO THE FUTURE
NEED OF WHAT IS|GOOD PLANNING FOR ANTELOF.L PL':Y AND CALIF .

Ey _
- _ e Wl /S ‘_’4?1’,/"
HENRY VAN DORSETT , . whbnt Fbefoe— L35  / 4&22¢4¢
/;’l;’,_" ‘ “
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County to honor

senior activist

By RICH BREAULT -
Valley Press Senior Writer

LOS ANGELES - Henry Ivan
Dorsett of Lancaster will be among

the honorees at the 33rd annual
Recognition Day

Older Americans
Awards Cere-
mony = being
held today at
~the Deorothy
Chandler Pa-
vilion.

The event is
co-sponsored
by the Los An-
geles County
Board of Su-
pervisors and

the L.A. Coun-"

by Lancaster
erts.

“He'’s got a list of accomplish-
ments you wouldn't believe,” Rob-
erts said of Dorsett. “He's been a
cherished and valuable source of

information for|the City Council-
; for years and yedqrs.

“He doesn’t jalways agree on

. what the counci] is doing, but he's

willing to give ys all the informa-
tion we need to help us make a de-
cision. He always wants what he
feels is best for Lancaster and the
Antelope Valley|

Dorsett felt
bled when noti
tion. !

“1 have had the pleasure of serv-
ing with hundreds of others here in
the Antelope Valley in helping
others who needed our helpful
hand,” Dorsett|said. “I only wish
that each and very one could re-

onored and hum-
ed of r.he nomina-
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ceive a reward such as this, /2

“Everyone is rewarded who
helps another person in need. I feel
the good Lord has your name in his
record.”

In his nominating letter, Rob-
erts wrote “Henry Ivan Dorsett’s
heart has been for the Antelope
Vallev since he was born 87 years
ago.”

Dorsett's famlly came to the An-
telope Valley in 1913 and even
during his high schocl days, Dor-
sett helped with the Oldtimers’
Barbecue. Dorsett has served two
terms on the beoard of directors for
the Antelope Valley Committee on
Aging and was the first president
of the Senior Citizens Board that
was formed wnen the Antelope
Valley Senior Center opened in ~
1977

A life member of the Veterans
of Foreign Wars and D1sab1ed_
American Veterans, Dorsett is also .
a member of the local. Masonic,
Moose and Elks lodges He Jomed
the Order of D= Molay in 1928 and -
became a member of the Lancaster
Junior Chamber of Cemmerce in
1932. _

Dorsett is past president of the -
Antelope Valley Chapter of the
American Association of Retired
Persons. He served on the Ante-
lope Valley Transportation Agency
Senior Citizens Advisory Board to
the North Los Angeles County
General Plan. L

He has acted as master of cere-
monies  many times at the Ante-
lope Valley Fairgrounds on Senior
Citizen Day parformxng many
needed tasks.

“Henry is truly an asset to all &t
us in the Antelope Valley,” Rob-
erts caid.
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To City Clerk

12/220
CITY OF SANTA CLARITA /
AGENDA REPORT
CONSENT CALENDAR City Manager Approval:

Item to be presented by: _ Mark L. Yamarone

DATE: Jantary 8, 2002

SUBJECT: CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL - RESOLUTION SUPPORTING
AN |ANTELOPE VALLEY ROUTE ALIGNMENT AND NORTH
LOS|ANGELES COUNTY STATION LOCATIONS

DEPARTMENT:  Trandsportation & Engineering Services

RECOMMENDED ACTION

City Council adopt a resolution supporting an Antelope Valley route alignment and North
Los Angeles County station locations for the proposed California High-Speed Rail system.

BACKGROUND

The California High-Speeél Rail Authority (Authority) is the State entity responsible for the
planning, construction, and operation of a high-speed train system serving California’s
major metropolitan areas. The Authority is preparing a program-level Environmental
Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a 700-mile high-speed
train system serving Sacramento, the San Francisco Bay Area, the Central Valley,
Los Angeles, the Inland |Empire, Orange County, and San Diego. The Authority is
reviewing staff recommendations for the first screening of alternatives for the entire
system, including the Los Angeles-to-Bakersfield segment.

Due to the topography of the Tehachapi Mountains, one of the most challenging segments
of the proposed high-speed rail system is selecting a route alignment between Los Angeles
and Bakersfield. The Authprity is currently studying three route alignments between Santa
Clarita and Bakersfield.

the I-5 and Magic Mountain Parkway and the SR-126 Interchange.



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED RAIL RESOLUTION
January 8, 2002 — Page 3

ALTERNATIVE ACTION]|

Other action as determined by the City Council.

FISCAL IMPACT

There is no immediate ﬁsc{a.l impact from adopting the proposed resolution.
ATTACHMENTS

Resolution

Map — Proposed High-Speed Rail Alignments and Station Locations between Los Angeles
and Bakersfield :

L1

MLY:dis

council\hsr_av_align_reso.doc



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPE#.D RAIL RESOLUTION

January 8, 2002 — Page 2

the Soledad CanEFn option in order to minimize potential adverse impacts on the
future capacity and operations of SR-14 and other transportation facilities within
that corridor.

With regard to the selection of an Antelope Valley station location, that the
Authority allow for placement of a station anywhere within and between the
central business districts of the cities of Lancaster and Palmdale, with selection
of a precise locatjon to be determined during the next detailed phase of project
design and envirgnmental impact analysis.

With regard to fthe selection of a Santa Clarita station location, that the
Authority continye consideration of the Santa Clarita station locations, with
selection of a precise location to be determined during the next detailed phase of
project design and environmental impact analysis.

PASSED, APPROVEP, AND ADOPTED this 8th day of January 2002.

ATTEST:

1.7,
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CITY CLERK
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